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and was therefore more than usually competent to act
as his special envoy now. But Mr. Strang enjoyed the
additional advantage of having previous experience
of negotiations in Moscow when he accompanied Mr,
Eden on his mission there in March 1935.   If the
Russians meant business Mr. Strang was the rein-
forcement they needed; he was particularly qualified
to work out the details of any compromise that might
have to be reached in order to include the Baltic States
within the guarantee system.   The idea that Mr.
Chamberlain or Lord Halifax should have gone to
Moscow personally, is ill-founded. If the Italian and
German visits were to become precedents, confidence
in the unparalleled quality and status of our diplo-
matic service would have been undermined, and a
principle would have developed that our ambassadors
were merely employed for routine matters, and that
all questions of major policy required direct contact
between the heads of the Governments of the day.
This was not the case, and many critics of the
tendency which had been growing up within the past
few years, largely as a result of the annual visits of
leading statesmen to Geneva, were relieved when they
found that Mr. Chamberlain continued to rely upon
our accredited diplomatic representatives as the crisis
deepened. When all the facts are known there is little
doubt but that Sir William Seeds will be found to have
acquitted himself with the same distinction as did Sir
Nevile Henderson in Berlin and Sir Howard Kennard
in Warsaw.

In a statement to Parliament on June 7th Mr.
Chamberlain showed himself to be fully alive to
Russia's strategic interests, although he had to admit
that he "had received several communications from
the Goveijiments of Finland, Esthonia and Latvia
indicating that in view of their intention to maintain
strict neutrality they did not wish to receive a